i76	DOMICIL
example, the inquiry relates to the domicil of a deceased per-
son, it must be ascertained whether at some period in his life
he had formed and retained a fixed and settled intention of
residence in a given country. Once this is established3 evidence
of his subsequent fluctuations of opinion as to whether his
choice was wise will be ignored.1 It, on the other hand, the
essential validity of a proposed marriage depends upon the law
of JTs domicil and if the identity of this law is in doubt, what
must be examined is his immediate intention.
Nature of     It is impossible to lay down any positive rule with respect
evidence t   t^   evidence necessary to prove intention. All that can be
from wnicn      ....	•      i i	j •      • j	•	>vr
intention is said is that every conceivable event and incident in a man s life
gathered jg a reievant anc[ an admissible indication of his state of mind.
It may be necessary to examine the history of his life with the
most scrupulous care, and to resort even to hearsay evidence
where the question concerns the domicil that a person, now
deceased, possessed in his lifetime.2 Nothing must be over-
looked that- might possibly show the place which he regarded
as his permanent home at the relevant time.3 No fact is too
trifling to merit consideration.
'There is no act, no circumstance in a man's life, however trivial it
may be in itself, which ought to bejeft out of consideration in trying
the question whether there was an intention to change the domicil. A
trivial act might possibly be of more weight with regard to determining
this question than an act which was of more importance to a man in his
lifetime.'*
Concent™- In fact, one of the defects of English law is that the evidence
adduced in a disputed case of domicil is often both voluminous
actual state and difficult to assess. This is the price to be paid for two some-
ofmind what irrational features of the English doctrine.
The first is the over-scrupulous manner in which the courts
attempt to discover a man's exact intention. The tendency is
to investigate his actual state of mind, rather than to rest con-
tent with the natural inference of his long-continued residence
in a given country. This, indeed, is to set sail on .an uncharted
sea. As Lord Colonsay said in a leading case :
^ 'There is perhaps no chapter in the law that has from such exten-
sive discussion received less of satisfactory settlement. That is no doubt
1	In re Marrett, Chalmers v. Wingfield (i%%i\ 36 OLD. 400.
2	Scappaticcz v. A.-G^ [1955] P. 47.
3	See, for example, the voluminous evidence considered by Chitty J. in
In reCr&ignish, [1892] 3 Ch. 180.
4	Casdagli v. Casdagli, [1918] P. 89, 99, per Swinfen Eady LJ.

